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Chapterv States constitution negates it. In the United States
	; jniinisters may not sit in the legislature; in Canada and
Australia they cannot in effect be ministers unless they
t- so sit. Similarly the head of the federations is a repre-
sentative of the Crown who acts as constitutional
monarch, as opposed to an elected President who actu-
ally governs and whose ministers are his instruments
and subordinates with whom at pleasure he can dis-
pense. So also the head of the Government has in prac-
tice no veto on legislation as has the President, for it
is not he but ministers who govern, and Parliament is
in accord with their views. Fourthly, the States of the
United States had been independent states before they
federated, and they preserve as a result a wider measure
of authority than is allotted to the States of Australia
and still more than is given to the Canadian provinces.
It is significant that the Australian States can delegate
powers to the federal Parliament, implying a relation
foreign to the conceptions of the United States. Finally,
the scheme of judicature shows essential differences.
The States in America were not prepared to submit the
judgements of their State courts to alteration by any
federal court, and therefore on all State issues these
courts are supreme, and, if an issue of this kind falls
to be decided incidentally in a federal court, it normally
will follow State decisions. In both Canada and Aus-
tralia one aim of federation was to secure unanimity
of decision on points of law, and appeals lie to the
Supreme Court and the High Court respectively from
the local courts on purely local issues involving no
federal element. Again, the United States demands a
separation of jurisdictions, so that federal courts ad-
minister federal law and State courts State law. In the

